
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE 726 March 29, 1995
to youngsters in the Milford area. The most re-
cent wish was granted to an 18-year-old girl
from Medway who wished for ceramic supplies
and a kiln oven. The presentation was made
at the foundation’s tenth anniversary celebra-
tion, which was attended by more than 175
friends, relatives, and well wishers, including
sixteen former wish kids.

The My One Wish Foundation operates with
a staff of 25 volunteers and wishes are made
possible through donations made by individ-
uals and local organizations that sponsor
events to benefit the program.

Mr. Speaker, please join me in congratulat-
ing the My One Wish Foundation for its 10
years of service and dedication to terminally
and chronically ill children in central Massa-
chusetts. The caring shown by the Brennas
and the volunteers at My One Wish has
brought much joy to these youngsters and
their families.
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THE ECUMENICAL PATRIARCH
BARTHOLOMEW I

HON. MICHAEL BILIRAKIS
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IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 29, 1995

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, on May 28,
1994, a provocation by Moslem militants in Is-
tanbul, Turkey, took place against the Ecu-
menical Patriarch Bartholemew I, the spiritual
leader of 250 million orthodox Christians
worldwide including, 5 million residing in the
United States. Three bombs were placed in
the attic of the building where the patriarch
lives and were found shortly before they were
set to explode.

This episode is ominous, but is only one in
a series of provocations against the patriarch-
ate and the orthodox Christian community in
Turkey.

Yesterday, I introduced legislation express-
ing the sense of the Congress that the United
States should use its influence with the Turk-
ish Government, and as a permanent member
of the United Nations Security Council, to sug-
gest that the Turkish Government ensure the
proper protection for the patriarchate and all
orthodox faithful residing in Turkey.

Therefore, I urge all of my colleagues who
believe in freedom of religion to cosponsor my
legislation House Concurrent Resolution 50.
The time has come for this Congress to speak
out once and for all against Turkey’s oppres-
sive human rights record. Please sign on to
House Concurrent Resolution 50, thank you.
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Wednesday, March 29, 1995

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
insert my Washington report for Wednesday,
March 29, 1995, into the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD.

WELFARE REFORM

There is virtually universal agreement
that the current welfare system discourages
self-sufficiency, punishes work, and does not
ensure that parents support their children. I
agree that comprehensive overhaul is need-
ed. But I opposed the welfare reform bill
passed by the House. While it contains some
good reforms, it guts programs important to
the health and well-being of children. I in-
stead supported another plan which more ef-
fectively addresses shortcomings in the sys-
tem without punishing children.

House Bill: The bill passed by the House
makes vast changes in welfare programs put
into place over the past 60 years:

Assistance for Needy Families: It would re-
place Aid to Families with Dependent Chil-
dren (AFDC) with a block grant to states. El-
igible families would not be automatically
entitled to benefits. No cash benefits could
be provided for children born to unmarried
women under 18 (until the mother reached
age 18), nor for children born to families al-
ready receiving aid. Benefits would end if
parents are not in a work program after two
years, and there would be a five-year life-
time limit. Federal funding for this program
would be $11.8 billion less over the next five
years than provided under current law.

Child Protection: The bill establishes a
block grant to replace existing programs for
foster care and child abuse prevention and
treatment. After the first two years, states
would not be required to spend any of their
own money on these services. The funding
guaranteed is $2.7 billion less than under cur-
rent law, and would not allow for increases
in inflation.

Child Care: Child care programs would be
consolidated into a block grant. Child care
would no longer be guaranteed to welfare re-
cipients who are participating in school, job
training, or work, even though many would
be required to do so.

Nutrition: The bill would eliminate the
school lunch program (including nutritional
standards) and supplemental nutrition for
women, infants and children (WIC), and cre-
ate two block grants—one for family nutri-
tion and one for school-based programs. The
new programs would receive $7.2 billion less
than under current law over the next 5 years.
The bill would retain food stamps, but cap
future spending.

SSI: The bill would end cash Supplemental
Security Income (SSI) benefits for hundreds
of thousands of children. Future cash bene-
fits would go only to children in institu-
tional care and those who would be placed in
such care without assistance.

Child support: Under the bill, both the fed-
eral and state governments would create
automated registries of child support orders
and new hires. States would revoke driver’s
and professional licenses of parents who are
delinquent in child support.

Assessment: I strongly support welfare re-
form that strengthens families, encourages
productive work, and protects vulnerable
children. But the House bill is deeply flawed.
First, it slashes the amount of aid available.
Payments to the poor are just a sliver of the
federal budget. Two of the largest programs,
AFDC and food stamps, account for only
2.7% of the budget. Some reductions are cer-
tainly in order, but nothing like the $66 bil-
lion proposed.

Second, it will leave the poor without ade-
quate help in terms of recession. Ending wel-
fare’s entitlement status means the program
would be far less flexible and responsive to
changing economic circumstances. There
would be no extra money as need grows.

Third, it shifts enormous responsibilities
to the states, and there are serious doubts
about states’ ability to meet them. We
should certainly give states more flexibility,
but the federal government still has an im-
portant role to play. The House bill sharply
curtails important federal responsibilities on
the one hand, while imposing many prescrip-
tions that are costly to implement and in-
consistent with the notion of allowing states
to experiment.

Fourth, the House bill would allow savings
from welfare cuts to be used to finance tax
breaks mostly benefitting wealthy adults.
Taking basic needs from children to help the
rich goes too far.

Alternative Plan: I supported an alter-
native plan which does much more to pro-
mote self-sufficiency without punishing chil-
dren. It would save $25 billion over the next
five years.

This alternative would require welfare re-
cipients to sign a plan detailing what they
will do to find private employment and what
the state will do to assist them. Recipients
would be eligible for up to two years of as-
sistance in finding a job. This work require-
ment would take effect more quickly than
the one in the House bill. Recipients who do
not find a job after two years would be ineli-
gible to receive AFDC, but states would have
the option to provide a community service
job or a job voucher which could be redeemed
by a private employer who hires the individ-
ual.

The alternative would provide states more
flexibility—for example, allowing them to
restrict benefits for children born to parents
already on welfare and to allow families to
accumulate more assets while on welfare. It
would further encourage work by extending
Medicaid coverage for former welfare recipi-
ents and guaranteeing child care assistance.

The alternative bill retains entitlement
status for foster care services. Child support
enforcement improvements similar to those
in the House bill are included.

The alternative maintains the current nu-
trition programs. In addition, it seeks to
eliminate fraud in the SSI program.

I do not want a welfare system that relies
on bureaucratic approaches, discourages
work, and breaks up families. The bill I sup-
ported is the best hope for accomplishing re-
form while ensuring that the safety net for
the poor is not torn apart.
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Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, on April 1, 1995
the Supreme Council of the Royal Arcanum,
the Grand Council of New York and the Clare-
mont Council No. 1655 will be holding an in-
vestiture ceremony for 82d Legion of Honor
member Anthony W.W. Tantillo.

Mr. Tantillo, a lifelong Bronx resident, is
being honored for his many years of service
and dedication to the Royal Arcanum. In addi-
tion, Mr. Tantillo has been an active member
of the Columbus Alliance and the Sons of
Italy.

I am sure that Mr. Tantillo’s family, neigh-
bors, and friends join me in congratulating him
on this achievement.
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